@ MOTOROLA

May 24, 2000

Ms. Magalie Roman Salas, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
The Portals, TW-A325

445 12" Street, SW.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: WT Docket No. 96-86; WTB-2
Dear Ms. Salas:

This letter iswritten on behalf of Motorola, Inc. (Motorola). On May 23, 2000,
Wayne Leland, Corporate Vice President and Director, Commercial, Government,
Industrial Systems Solutions, Motorola; Rich Barth, Vice President and Director,
Telecommunications Strategy and Regulation, Motorola; and Jeanine Poltronieri,
Director, Telecommunications Strategy and Regulation, Motorola met with Mark
Schneider, Legal Advisor to Commissioner Susan Ness, and Bryan Tramont, Legal
Advisor to Commissioner Harold Furchtgott-Roth in separate meetings. The parties
discussed issues related to the ongoing work of the National Coordinating Committee
(“NCC").

Motorola discussed ANSI/TIA/EIA 102.BAAA-1 (ANSI-102) Project 25 FDMA
Common Air Interface (Project 25). The NCC chose ANSI-102 as the preferred
technology for narrowband interoperability by consensus. Mr. Leland pointed out
several attributes of Project 25 spectral efficiency relating to the backward compatibility
requirements for Phase Il radios. The requirement for backward compatibility to Project
25 Phase | isrequired by the standards documents for all Project 25 Phase |1 radios,
whether they are manufactured using the FDMA standard, which has already been
adopted, or the two Time Division Multiple Access (TDMA) proposals. Ericcson and the
European Telecommunications Standards Institute (ETSI) Terrestrial Trunked Radio
(TETRA) Memorandum of Understanding group have made the TDMA proposals. Mr.
Leland pointed out that the Ericsson TDMA proposal will not interoperate with the
TETRA TDMA proposal, and neither will interoperate with the FDMA 6.25 kHz
standard. All three technologies, however, will have an interoperability mode using
Project 25 Phase |, 12.5 kHz. This meansthat al new technology proposals will
interoperate on 12.5 kHz channels. If the NCC were to choose one of the 6.25 kHz
proposed standards, it would exclude the other technologies, since they do not
interoperate in 6.25 kHz mode, effectively reducing user’s choice and competition. Mr.
Leland also pointed out that it is certainly within the interest of the public safety
community, manufacturers and the FCC to provide transition paths to the 6.25 kHz
technology. Such transition paths on the substantial number of general use channels,



however, may still rely on acommon denominator of 12.5 kHz for the interoperability
channels.

In addition, Mr. Leland discussed the needs of public safety users to gain access
to the spectrum in the 700 MHz band quickly. Some public safety users are looking to
the 700 MHz band as an expansion band to supplement their operations at 800 MHz, and
this may be a viable option in areas where incumbent television channels have been
cleared or where these television channels were never in use. Equipment manufactured
using the ANSI-102 standard can be made available quickly for these and other public
safety users, as thereis aready equipment manufactured for the 800 MHz band to the
ANSI-102 standard. Were the NCC to chose a technology operating on a 6.25 kHz
channel width for the interoperability standard, there would be additional delay asno
equipment using that channel width is currently being manufactured. Mr. Leland
expressed his view that quick action from the Federal Communications Commission
choosing an interoperability standard would facilitate fast deployment of interoperable
equipment for public safety users, and realize Congressional intent to promote
interoperability in the 700 MHz band among public safety users nationwide.

Please contact Jeanine Poltronieri at (202) 371-6896 regarding any questions

concerning this matter.

Respectfully Submitted,

Jeanine Poltronieri
Director
Motorola, Inc.

Cc:

Mark Schneider, Legal Advisor to Commissioner Susan Ness
Bryan Tramont, Legal Advisor to Commissioner Harold Furchtgott-Roth



